In a long-lag morphological priming experiment, Dutch (L1)-English (L2) bilinguals were asked to name pictures and read aloud words. A design using non-switch blocks, consisting solely of Dutch stimuli, and switch-blocks, consisting of Dutch primes and targets with intervening English trials, was administered. Target picture naming was facilitated by morphologically related primes in both non-switch and switch blocks with equal magnitude. These results contrast some assumptions of sustained reactive inhibition models. However, models that do not assume bilinguals having to reactively suppress all activation of the non-target language can account for these data.
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Introduction
For most people multilingualism is a fact of life (Edwards, 1994) . Therefore, studying the representations of multiple languages and their interactions is very informative to our understanding of language processing. Strikingly, the majority of multilinguals are successful in keeping two or more languages apart (e.g. avoiding intrusions). A still debated question is how this is accomplished.
Some models of monolingual speech production assume that representations may compete for selection at certain levels (e.g. the lexical-syntactic level, Levelt, Roelofs, & Meyer, 1999) . Eventually, the representation that wins the competition will be selected for production. The ease with which selection takes place depends on the activation levels of the competitors. When representations other than the target are highly activated, selection will take longer (i.e. longer RTs; Levelt et al., 1999; Schriefers, Meyer, & Levelt, 1990) . Under this assumption, bi-or multilinguals not only have to face competitors from the same language, they would potentially have to cope with competitors from other languages as well. Indeed, there is abundant evidence suggesting that in bilinguals, the lexicons of both languages are activated in parallel (Colomé, 2001; Green, 1986; Kroll, Bobb, & Wodniekca, 2006; Preston & Lambert, 1969 ; but see Costa, La Heij, & Navarrete, 2006) . How then do multilinguals succeed in producing their intended language without interference from the non-intended language(s)?
Basically, two types of models have emerged to account for this question. The first type consists of models that assume that (a) activated words in both languages compete for selection (e.g. Hermans, Bongaerts, De Bot, & Schreuder, 1998) and (b) this competition is resolved by sustained reactive inhibition of the non-target language (inhibition model; henceforth IM). The best-known representative is the Inhibitory Control model (Green, 1986 (Green, , 1998 . This model proposes that from a conceptual level activation is sent to the lexicon where a cognitive control system con-0010-0277/$ -see front matter Ó 2012 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.cognition.2012.05.019
